Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking T
MB Docket No. 04-233 MAR 13 2003

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulen“;:ark‘lr‘ig (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station inte a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religicus breadeaster
conscieriliousiy objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion, '

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially realigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
propeosals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissicners themseives would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantiaily raising costs in two ways: (a) by reguiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service Is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking fthe - . .
“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, IR

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. .

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

Q)] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force: revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposails to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.,
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemékh{&(th’éw'
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals weould impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their prograrnming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who praduced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editerial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reguiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals woulid force service cutbacks — and curtaiied service is contrary to the
pubtic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the ~
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. o o

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foilow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewai
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true 1o their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed abaove,
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially refigious broadcasters, {o take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board propasals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time.  Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reparting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionalty-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewatl system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners thernselves would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
cofrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. L E

Any naw FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do 50 — aind must not be adopied.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, 10 take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complainis and even loss of icense for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than alfowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a refigious broadcaster, must present.

(4] The FCC must not tum every radio stafion into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do o - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiougly objects to the message. mmmmmmmmdmmmm
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific ediforial decision-making informstion. The cholce

of programming. especially religious is not praperiy dictated by any government agency — and
mmsabbbmmpoﬂmmauﬂﬁﬂﬁmsaswhopm&mdwhatwmﬁhﬁudam
constifutionally-protected editorial B8,
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4 The FCC must not establish & two-fiered renewal gystem in which certain ficansess would be
barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory spacial renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount o coercion of
refigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspand to their beliefs could face fong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Clyistian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
mmmmmmwmmmhmm@wm
staff presence whenever a station s on the air and, (b) by further resfricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtalled service is contrary fo the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not 1o adopt nies, procedines or poficies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the f,;,? 7
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. 13 2003

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. Anumberof- )
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. B

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstituional mandates. Religious broadcasiers who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompadibie viewpoints 10 shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not fum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do 30 — even if a religious broadcaster
consclentiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any refigion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCG must not establish a two-tiered renewsl system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgsts, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the elactricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substardially raising costs in two ways: () by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais wotid force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

Wa urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemdkln,g (the “ind
“NPRM"), refeased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

»

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(13 The FCC 'nust riot force radio stations, especia}ly religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopic wio de not share thor values. The NPRM's propesed advisory board propesals would 'ﬁpcac such
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response tc the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
“NPRM"}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, .

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NFRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what pragrams would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MAR 13 2003
MB Docket No. 04-233 '

i submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruler;h‘ﬁhg :(the- :
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dockat No. D4-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacled, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{n The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for chooesing to follow their own
consciencas, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemmaent, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tumn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pragramming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a slation is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with thesa proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

Wae urge the FCC not fo adopt niles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 MAR 132003

I submit the following comments in respense to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg (the

“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC ruies, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious breadcasters, to take advice
from people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board
proposals would impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who
resist advice from those who don’t share their values could face increased harassment,
complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather
than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a
broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and
everyone has rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so —
even if a religious broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The First
Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information.
The choice of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated
by any government agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who
produced what programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees
would be automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The
proposed mandatory special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the
Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those
who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they correspond to
their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market
secular stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the
Commission proposes to further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by
substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a
station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices. Raising
costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is
contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 :
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R ing (the ‘:w_?
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. | A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasiers, to take|advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing toifollow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. '

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forurn where anyone and|everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of delivery
mandates on any refigion.

(3) TheFCCmustnotfquerevelaﬁonofspedﬁced?mialdecision-maldngi ion, The choice
ofpmgrwnnﬁng.espeda}!yrelignusmngmnhg.isndpmpeﬂydicmwbyany agency —and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 MA ? 1

| 3 2063
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakiﬁg_(@e;, _
“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. e
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must nat force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impaosition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious pregramming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewat system in which certain licensees would be
automatically bared from routine renewat application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewat proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rnules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 92 05.3
MB Docket No. 04-233 b

i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(4] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programmning. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictafing what viewpoinis a broadcaster,
particutarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC mpust not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs woukid intrude on
consfitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themseives would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposaes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in iwo ways: (a)bynequmng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cuthbacks — andwrhdedsermelsoonharytome
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking VG o
MB Docket No. 04-233 - o
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulen}akmg (tﬁe] 3 20.03
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govermment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themseives wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the efectricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio {ocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MAR 13 2008
MB Docket No. 04-233 v
ORI
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the -
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather thap allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response % Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemalding Ao
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MB Docket No. 04-233 "
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“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. (4-233. L,,\”

LR

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must nok violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, woukd do 50 — and must not be adaopisd.

)] The FCC must not force radio staions, egpecially religious broadcasiers, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposais would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased hamssment, compiaints and even loss of icense for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoinis to shape thelr programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govesnment, incluting the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broaticaster,
particularly a refigious broadeaster, must present.

@) The FCC must pot tum every radio station into & public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do 80 - even if a religious broadcaster
conscisntiously objects to the message. mmmmwdmm
marxiates on any religion.

3) ‘The FCC must not force revelsfion of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prograrnming, especially religious programming, is not praperly dictated by any govemment agency — and
pmbmmmmﬂiwasmmeMMm
constitutionslly-protectad editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-liered renewal system in which cerlain icensees woidd be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amowunt to coercion of
refigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond io their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

o) Many Christion broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do meny smalier market sacular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is ofien a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
WMMMWMWWMMhMMMWW
staff prasence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fizther restricling main shudio iocation choices.
mnmmmmmmmmmm arﬂaxtdledmiceisuumarytoﬂ\e

We urge tha FEC not to adopt niles, procadures or policies discussed above.
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WWW.WIDTFM.COM
FCC: Comments in Response to Report on Broadcast Localism and March 6, 2008

Notice of proposed Rulemaking. MB docket # 04-233

{1) Require that main studios be physically located in a station's community of license.

This would shut down my operation. After nearly 20 years, I have paid for the
building from which I operate both stations WIDT and WBGQ. In this present
economy, there is no way that T could afford two different buildings in two
new locations. Add to that additional staff plus new ST licenses if even
available plus double office expense and double utility costs. This move would
probably shut down most small market stations which are now struggling just to
survive.

(2} Eliminate unattended operation of broadcast stations.

For small market stations like mine, this would probably eliminate night time
operaticons. For my operation with co-located studios in the same building, T
can react immediately to any emergency situation and immediately broadcast on
both stations. I live two miles from my studios and can be in the studio in
less than 5 minutes from my home. If this becomes a rule, then I sSuspect most
small market stations would have to suspend night time operations. How would
this serve the public interest?

Tt seems almost like this is an organized attempt to penalize radio stations who
are already suffering from a poor economy amid rising operating costs.

T hope you will consider the dowmside of these and some other proposals that will
place such a burden on small market stations that many may have to sell or cease
operations. Please give this long and careful consideration.

Thank you in advance.

Sinc?rely
Clark Qui%ien, Owner &

General Manager of
WJDT FM & WBGQ M




Stephen A. Konopka
N5447 Ray Road
De Pere, W1 54115
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Federal Communications Commission <008
445 12th Street, SW OO
Washington DC 20554 T

March 6, 2008

COMMENTS ON NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING - MB DOCKET 04-233.

Dear Sirs;

| respectfully submit my qualifications in this matter as having served a lifelong career
of 39 years as a broadcast station duty operator, Chief Operator and technical
consultant for a diverse variety of U.S. radio broadcast stations. Additionally, for the
past twenty-three years and to the present time, | function as the FCC-appointed co-
chairman for the East-Central Wisconsin area Emergency Alert System.

During my tenure as a FCCHlicensed duty operator/fannouncer between 1969 and
1979, | directly experienced several occasions and circumstances whereby the initial
incoming source of vital news or emergency information for broadcast was supplied by
the listening public, who called in via telephone. The combination of the on-premises
station operator making initial relevant transmissions, as well as his then summoning
additional station personnel when necessary resulted in a prompt, critical service to the
Community of License.

Today, | believe it to be unsatisfactory that a growing majority of radio broadcast
stations have either minimal or no reai-time contact with their Community of License —
no answered telephone, and occasionally, locked doors and a vacated, robotically-
programmed station even during business hours.

As a supporter of new technologies as is exemplary of the EAS, | have observed that
this system seems satisfactory, but for only a limited scope of emergency information
dissemination. Furthermore, | have seen evidence that this system of unattended “black
boxes” has a notable rate of failure, both on a technical level and also due to the fact
that in many cases, the EAS message originator consists of a non-broadcast agency
which, due in part to its non-broadcast background and apparent higher-priority
obligations to other parties, has resulted in erroneous messages or no action at all. In
my region, some of these agencies even fail at times to transmit a scheduled EAS
Required Monthly Test.

It accordingly is my firm view that on the merits of emergency aierting reliability alone, 1
fully support the Commission in advancing with Rulemaking, specifically
requiring Duty Operators during all hours of station operation under MB Docket
04-233.

Continued Next Page ma.of Coples rao't 0
Lict ABCDE



March 6, 2008

COMMENTS ON NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING — MB DOCKET 04-233,
CONTINUED

Page 2 of 2

Perhaps most paramount in achieving a part of the desired effects of this proceeding
however, will be the proficiency and obligation requirements of station Duty Operators.
Subsequent to the Commission’s elimination of Operator Licensing, cases of operator
carelessness and mistakes have been documented which have not only caused
incompliant station technical operation, but have also impeded emergency alert
transmissions on several occasions. Aside from re-instituting FCC Operator Licensing, |
suggest that the Commission consider endorsing various certifications offered by the
Society of Broadcast Engineers. In any case, it remains my firm opinion that station duty
operators must prove their competence through some binding mechanism.

A number of licensees responding to MB Docket 04-233 cite potential hardship in the
event they are required to upgrade their level of local community contact. This appears
to contrast the fact that in my region, a significant number of smaller rural stations have
continued through the years to maintain dedicated, community-criented operation while
apparently remaining financially viable.

Respectfully Submitted,

Vf&»ﬂ- " s 3/ /o8

" Stephen A. Konopka,
Broadcast Field Engineer

FCC Lic. # PG-18-19007 Daytime Phone: (920) 336-3541
SBE Cert. # 2641
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Comments in Response to Locallsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Gl
ME Dockat No. 04-233

M
| subimit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking {the 7 3 2053
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dacket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment fights. A number of
proposals discussad in the NPRM, if enacted, would do 80 — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisoty board proposais would impose such
unconstitutionsl mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complainis and even loss of license for choosing fo follow their own
consciences, rather than aliowing incompetible viewpoins o shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
perticuiarnty a refigious broadcaster, must present.

2 ‘The FCC mugt not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so - even if a refigious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
mnmmmmmammmmmmm
constitutionally-protected edioral choices.

@ The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
automatically barred from routine renewal epplication processing. The proposed mandatory special renewsl
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselives would amount to coercion of
refigious broadcasters. Thoss who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their bellefs could face fong, expensive and potentiaily ruinotus renewsl proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasiers operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, bymb&ﬁaﬂymls&uembmhﬂom(a)byrequm
staff prasence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resfriciing main studio location choices.

Raising cosis with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is confrary to the
public interest,

We urge the FCC not o adopt nides, procadures or policies discussed above.

Date

Signature

: [SE22 St 8l Je, Aredir /T 20 &,

LoV pam Dototd Kedge)) L. e freder 1722 61 2 poge
85249 FF 20
Phone

Tie (if any)

Organizstion (ifany) = -

' " ﬂf{‘. o """; £y e

———————



